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~ ~. Bnow:

Subject: ~o~ys~m Re,oration Pro~ PI~

~ £ollo~n~ ~e Wes~l~ds Water Dis~t’s ~{~ict) ~en
~ovem~t 15, 199~, P~I~ Wo~ng Dr~ ~osystCm Re~e~fion Pro~ PI~ ~P)
~pl~n~fion Objectives md T=g¢~, ~¢~ ~ ¢o~ems ~� h~tCnd~ ~ au~nt ~� v~
~o~ents p~d~ by Di~ s~memb¢~ Lmc¢ ~o~n a~ ~� ~ C~D wo~hops on
~ subjo~t.

A si~cmt ~a of conc~ B ~ mo~ ofth~ ~P’s Obje~iv~ md

of~e propo~s, ~m~iso~ to ~ves md cost ~lys~ essen6~ impossibl~. ~ DiVot

~o,b~ ~~ d~g P~e Ill 0f C~FED’s ~o~. How~wr, cv~ at ~ pro~a~c l~vel

tbr identific~on, q~fi~fon, md ~lysis of ~mp~m ~d ~nefits ~
Dis~ct ~li~es ~t C~FED’s en~o~en~ doc~e~mfion b~d upon ~

pref~ed ~ve. It is ~ Di~c~’s ~ that ~e E~P. when comb~ ~W a pref~d
sleeve, ~tdd ~eld e ~m~ive ~imt ~~on p~ ~@). ~ ~, ~e HCP must

for ~ ¢ons~Uon ~d option of ~ f~dm¢~ ~socta~d wi~ ~� p~f~

Tec~�~ Co~

~ ~om of~¢ existing sciCn~ ~ it applias to dev¢lop~g ~e E~P. T~s
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area of s~rious concern and issue for many of us within the water industry. Howler, thc ERPP
continues to put forth, albeit discretely mad o.bliquely, muc.h o.fthe Bay-Delta paradigm ~ a lack
of flows and the state and federal water projects m’o th~ prmclpal cause of c~cosyst~m problems
the Bay-Delta. This l~adigrn continues despite an ever-growing body ofrowefful evidence to
contrary.

T~ble I, Ecosystem Quality Obj~=tlvcs Comments

¯ In se~ceml areas ~tc objectiw~ arc hl dLr~;t ctmf~c~ with each oth~r. CALFED staR
has ~ckaowledged these conflicts and made commitments to revise Table I. To date
this ]ma not occurred, y~t ~e EB.PP process is moving ~ea~ wi~ these acknowl-
edged conflicta as ~oundational components.

¯ It.era No. 8, Reduce Concentrations of Toxic Constituents~ should be cha~g~. The
Dmrric~ acknowledges that concentrations are normally" the importartt factor to
aquatic species, However, Imm 8 should ext)ressly call for load reduction ~s the
primary and most appropriate mem’,s of reducing, concentt~.flion. Our concern h~re is
that ~ writmn the knplementa~ion objective will be predisposed rewards reduclns
concentration by increasing flow instead of reducing load at the same flow l~vel.
Such an approach is not in the best interests o~’the fifll suite of competing demm-tds
fez th~ beneficial uses of water in t~e Bay-Delta watershed.

Many of the objectives in Table I perpetuate the scientifically unproven belief ~at
even more flows tb~n ~re ctm’ently b~ing provided are r, quired to "fix" the
,cosyst~m.

Table 8, Primary Physical Processes

¯ In many areas th, objectiws call .for mstora.tion of’"some semblanc, of natural
hydrololpf’ or the *’nmural hydraultc.regim~ m the Bay-Delta." Sucla statements are
abstract and nebulous. T~ae D~lta m partioular kas also been so Rmdam~nrally
physically altered from its "tmtur=l" predismrbanee state that restoring its "natural
hydraulic regime" is impossible. Without specifics and definitions oft.he meaning of
t!~� and other~ terms, in addition to recognition of physical realities, all such
discussions should be ddeted.

Table 9, Secondary F.~osys~m Processes

¯ The discussion of restoring natural water temperature regimes and the
obj*ctives does not include many of the ftsctors that affect water temlxrarme. Water
temperature in the Del~a and the lower reaches of many tri~uterles cannot be
controlled by wnmr I~ro~ects..Rat. her, temperatures are primm’ily a Rmction of m’nbient
conditions, channel hydraulics, the presence nr absence of ~ and the
temperature of inflows from other sources. None of these are addressed or
referenced, but should be.
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¯ Toxic di.sch~.ges ar~ ~~ly ~s~ct and iden~ ~ a.pmb~le ~jor s~sso~
g b~ ~e p~ ~ secynd~ ~y~m pm~ss~s. Obj~five
~cl~ive p~ of~ ohjecUves ~ Table 9.

T~Ie 10, S~smr ]~lemenm~

Objective A8, To~¢s, shoed ~ a~ ~ D~g ~d Lmld U~.

U~ Con~~r pa~c ~, w~ ~r o~ co~mnrnt on Loa~ vs. Concen~afion.
~ ~fion, T~get No. I should not be lim~ to fi~ ~ ~fe in ~ Delta.
~r it ~ould be expmd~d to &~ ~nt~ rcosys~ b~-~de.

¯ Predation ~ ~mp~d~on m~ ~eo~z~ ~ g~d risking speci~ ~ bring
~ ~ ~oduced s~i~, ~ ~ cow ~ds md f~ cat~, b~-~d¢, not just
hx ~ Drlm, ~e obJec~ves s~d ~¢lud~ some ~sc~smn on con~ol, even
~c~on, pro~s ~ ~ey may ~ require,

¯ M~%v of &� ~pl~on O~fiv~ md T~ge~ ~ ~s ruble e~ther e~llcifly

~ces ~ ~ ~y of ~ien~c ~idence su~s ~at ¯ l~k o~flo~ ~ not

includ~g s~h ~ approach in the ~P.

Table 12, S~ies md S~ies ~oup

O~ive AS, To~cs �on~o!, shoed be added to all aq~fic spe~i~s
bvrls.

¯ ~e co~ued r~mc¢ md pe~mafion of ~ Bay-Del~ p~’s c~l for

~sys~

,     ~ in~eq~y of ~e ~-Delta ~bimt restoration obj¢c~v~s
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¯ the eild product must be an FICP inclusive o£fadlifies o£th¢ preferred ak~mafiv$ and
ESA assurances.

The District appreciates the o~ortuniW to ~rovide thi~ ~.,,,,, ~�, ,~ ~nvp ~.~ ,~..~o forward
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